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instructions; developing, acquiring,
installing, and utilizing technology and
systems for the purposes of collecting,
validating, and verifying information,
processing and maintaining
information, and disclosing and
providing information; adjusting
existing ways to comply with any
previously applicable instructions and
requirements; completing and reviewing
the collection of information; and
reviewing the collection of information;
and transmitting or otherwise disclosing
the information.

The burden estimate reflects an
annual reduction of 13,200 technical
hours, as compared to the estimate at
promulgation, resulting from the
revisions made by today’s action.

C. Regulatory Flexibility
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)

generally requires an agency to conduct
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any
rule subject to notice and comment
rulemaking requirements unless the
agency certifies that this rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small not-for-profit enterprises, and
small governmental jurisdictions. This
proposed rule would not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities because it
decreases monitoring, recordkeeping,
and reporting requirements and reduces
the associated burden for all affected
facilities, including small entities.
Therefore, I certify that this action will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities.

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
Title II of the Unfunded Mandates

Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA), Pub. L.
104–4, establishes requirements for
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their regulatory actions on State, local,
and tribal governments and the private
sector. Under section 202 of the UMRA,
EPA generally must prepare a written
statement, including a cost-benefit
analysis, for proposed and final rules
with ‘‘Federal mandates’’ that may
result in expenditures to State, local,
and tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or to the private sector, of $100 million
or more in any one year. Before
promulgating an EPA rule for which a
written statement is needed, section 205
of the UMRA generally requires EPA to
identify and consider a reasonable
number of regulatory alternatives and
adopt the least costly, most cost-
effective or least burdensome alternative
that achieves the objectives of the rule.

The provisions of section 205 do not
apply when they are inconsistent with
applicable law. Moreover, section 205
allows EPA to adopt an alternative other
than the least costly, most cost-effective,
or least burdensome alternative if the
Administrator publishes with the final
rule an explanation why that alternative
was not adopted. Before EPA establishes
any regulatory requirements that may
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments, including tribal
governments, it must have developed
under section 203 of the UMRA a small
government agency plan. The plan must
provide for notifying potentially
affected small governments, enabling
officials of affected small governments
to have meaningful and timely input in
the development of EPA regulatory
proposals with significant Federal
intergovernmental mandates, and
informing, educating, and advising
small governments on compliance with
the regulatory requirements.

At the time of promulgation, EPA
determined that the petroleum refineries
NESHAP does not include a Federal
mandate that may result in estimated
costs of $100 million or more to either
State, local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate or to the private sector. This
determination is not altered by today’s
action, the purpose of which is to
reduce the burden associated with
monitoring, recordkeeping, and
reporting requirements. Thus, today’s
rule is not subject to the requirements
of sections 202 and 205 of the UMRA.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 63
Environmental protection, Air

pollution control, Hazardous air
pollutants, Petroleum refineries,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Storage vessels.

Dated: March 4, 1998.
Carol M. Browner,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 98–6872 Filed 3–19–98; 8:45 am]
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Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans for Designated Facilities and
Pollutants; Kansas; Control of Landfill
Gas Emissions From Existing
Municipal Solid Waste Landfills

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to approve
the Kansas state 111(d) plan for
controlling landfill gas emissions from
existing municipal solid waste (MSW)
landfills. The plan was submitted to
fulfill the requirements of the Clean Air
Act. The state plan establishes emission
limits for existing MSW landfills, and
provides for the implementation and
enforcement of those limits.

In the final rules section of the
Federal Register, the EPA is approving
the state’s submittal as a direct final rule
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
action and anticipates no relevant
adverse comments. A detailed rationale
for the approval is set forth in the direct
final rule. If no relevant adverse
comments are received in response to
this proposed rule, no further activity is
contemplated and the direct final rule
will become effective. If the EPA
receives relevant adverse comments, the
direct final rule will be withdrawn and
all public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this document. Any parties
interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.

DATES: Comments on this proposed rule
must be received in writing by April 20,
1998.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Wayne Kaiser, Environmental
Protection Agency, Air Planning and
Development Branch, 726 Minnesota
Avenue, Kansas City, Kansas 66101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne Kaiser at (913) 551–7603.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the
information provided in the direct final
rule which is located in the rules
section of the Federal Register.

Dated: February 24, 1998.
Diane K. Callier,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VII.
[FR Doc. 98–7135 Filed 3–19–98; 8:45 am]
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